This paper aims to demonstrate the situation of the buildings declared a historical landmark by the government spheres in the state of Pernambuco, and how they attend the norms of accessibility for those with special needs. The methodology of the research contemplated a sample of 46 heritage buildings, approximately 16% of the universe of properties, which are around 268. In turn, these were limited to Recife's Metropolitan Region Area -RMR comprising 30% of the 153 properties of the municipalities of: Cabo de Santo Agostinho, Igarassu, Itamaracá, Ipojuca, Jaboatão dos Guararapes, Moreno, Olinda, Paulista, Recife and São Lourenço da Mata. From the specific forms set up based on the theoretical reference, as well as graphics and photographic records were assessed the aspects of both internal and external accessibility, displacement, (visual) orientation, and the use of space and equipment. In the analysis of different types was assembled a summary table ranking the samples in accessible, partially accessible and not accessible. As general results were found that from the 46 properties examined, 2 (5%) are accessible, 16 (35%) are partially accessible and 28(60%) are not accessible. Such data, although sample, shows that the majority of heritage properties does not provide access to people physically disabled or with reduced mobility signaling for professionals, managers and society institutions on the need to reduce physical barriers in such heritage.
Introduction
The concept of ergonomics that emerged in the period after World War II was more focused on studies of adapting work to man [6] . With the deepening of studies between humans and their working environments, in order to make it more safe, healthy and productive the approaches of ergonomics have embroidery both relations-oriented services, the use of various equipment and the use for day to day lives [6] .
Among the new fields of application of ergonomics in building and public spaces, accessibility started to be has to be focused by the Federal Constitution of Brazil/ 1988 [1] as in common standards like the group of urban instrument formed by the Master Plans, Municipal Laws of Land Use, Codes of Construction Works and Postures and Transport Plans [2] . These instruments aim to improve the quality of the spaces of people who use them and make them with comprehensive and consistent use to all.
The creation of laws aimed for accessibility represent an advance, but even with them existing, is no guarantee that the adaptation time for compliance is being followed. Among the areas that have yet not fully complied with the laws of accessibility we have to preserve the historical and artistic heritage of the State of Pernambuco -Brazil either at the federal, state or municipal levels.
The Laws of accessibility
Looking at the timeline of the laws on accessibility in Brazil, we find that they have evolved from a specific focus for people with disabilities or reduced mobility to take part in various spheres of research and planning.
The record of access to public buildings and spaces to people with special needs was part of the Constitutional Amendment N o 12 from 17th October 1978 [3] of the revoked Constitution of 1967. In turn, the Law N o 7405 of November 12th, 1985, established the placement of the international symbol of Access [2] .
The 1988 Constitution called for in Article 5, section XV, the guarantee to come and go at anyone. In turn, Article 227 of the Constitution of 88, paragraph 2 stated that "The law shall regulate construction standards for streets and public buildings .... to ensure appropriate access to persons with disabilities" [ 1] . Also related to the subject the Article 244 provides for the adaptation of streets of public buildings and other determinations [1] . The Constitution of the State of Pernambuco, 1989 , also provides on Chapter III, about Urban Policy in Article 144, § 2 item f defined the "adequate access of people with disabilities to public buildings, streets and public transportation" [9] .
The Law No 10048 of November 8 th , 2000, established a priority service for people over 60 years and those with special needs, and the accessibility on the streets and public spaces' restrooms [2] .
Law No 10098 of December 19th 2000, emphasized the removal of barriers and obstacles on roads, public spaces, buildings, transportation and communication [2] . On the other hand, the Decree Special emphasis should be given to the Normative Instruction N. 1, of November 25 th , 2003, from IPHAN-Institute for National Artistic and Historical Heritage which set guidelines for accessibility in the cultural property buildings taken care by the federal level stimulating solutions aimed for an universal design, beyond the concern of the non mischaracterization of the property [ 7] . As main points of the Normative N. 1 adopted for the analysis of the heritage we have: a) check the type of barrier (stairs, step, ramp outside the norm), b) the existence of rail, c) support equipment (platform lift, phone, etc..) d) signs (visual, tactile and sound), e) route autonomously.
Some guidelines from the Ministry of Tourism [10] were also used as analysis variables such as: verification of accessible restrooms and types of floor (non-skid, anti-hectic, directional and of warning).
From the compliance of the points of the Normative Instruction N. 1 and the guidelines of the Ministry of Tourism that synthesize the various laws of accessibility were defined three classifications for the heritages: accessible (that meets all the requirements for accessibility), Partially Accessible (when you have parts or sections that allow accessibility) and is not accessible (it has several barriers).
Methodology for assessment of listed items in the State of Pernambuco
According to a survey of FUNDARPEFoundation of Historical and Artistic Heritage of Pernambuco [4] the 277 heritages of the state, in federal and state level, have spread out across the coast to the hinterland and with a higher concentration in the Recife's Metropolitan Region area-RMR.
The aspects of accessibility assessments were made only for the sample of 46 heritages from the RMR checking how the access displacements occurs, the guidelines (visual) and the use of the spaces and equipments [5] , comparing with the attendance of the laws.
Situation of the universe of study
The study area is located in Pernambuco State, in Recife's Metropolitan Region, in the northeast region of Brazil / South America (see Images 1, 2 and 3).
Samples aims to address the majority of municipalities (see Table 1 ). These were selected to cover the following types: mill, school, railway station, college, fort, gym, hospital, church, market, museum, palace, bridge, square, headquarters, residence, theater, Afican roots religion temples and towns. The amount of heritages recorded in Table 1 is over the represented, because the terms smallholding, architectural and landscape emsembles, town, village and park in most cases include many properties. For the purpose of the survey were selected within the groups just a few elements considered most representative. Each selected heritage, in most cities was analyzed in loco, using the form. The main issues raised were: name, location, level of heritage, number of blocks and floors, use, number of lifts / ramps / stairs and variables to check the aspects of accessibility (outside access sidewalks, type of floor, curb and lowered ramps, tactile warning signals and interference, widths of doors and passageways, accessible restrooms, signage, parking and other facilities available) according to specified theoretical framework, and graphic records (sketches) and photographic.
Accessibility studies in heritages
The application of the forms in the selected municipalities was summarized in tables that highlighted the identity of the property, the type and classifications: accessible, partially accessible and not accessible.
The city of Cabo de Santo Agostinho was summarized by Table 2 and images 4 to 8.
The samples of the heritages of Igarassu are presented in Table 3 and Imagess 9 to 13.
Ipojuca has its heritage represented on Table 4 . The city of Itamaracá is exemplified on Table 5 and Image 14.
The heritages from Jaboatão dos Guararapes are listed on Table 6 and Image 15.
For the city of Olinda the sample is represented on Table 7 and Images 16 and 17.
The sample for the city of Paulista is synthesized on Table 8 and Images 18 and 19. The city of Recife is represented by a sample of its heritages listed in Table 9 and Images 20 and 21. 
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Results and final remarks
As general results were found that from the 46 heritages examined 2, approximately (5%), are accessible, 16 (35%) partially accessible and 28 (60%) not accessible. Such data, although sample, confirmed that the majority of heritages do not provide access to a person physically disabled or with reduced mobility, signaling for professionals, institutions, managers and users about the need to reduce physical barriers in such places.
Even with the evolution of standards and legislations at various levels, in addition to the activities of prosecutors, there are still missing actions such as: dissemination of accessible routes, wider dissemination of the basic parameters of accessibility, inclusion of projects for people with special needs in the multi-annual plans of Iphan and Fundarpe, mitigation measures (virtual tours, videos, photo albums, etc..) while provide definitive solutions and preparation of manuals focusing on alternative solutions to the heritages.
The urgency of measures to ensure accessibility to public and private properties are increasingly needed as the Brazilian population is aging and is depriving themselves of knowing and access their cultural riches.
